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I Pbao statements irr the article vs« the position put forward ' Ann 
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Consider the following statements In the articles 
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; y of ~ itiT”c oiioTus I on37”i~c” so^ocrTiSr ocffSTe - tha t th e 
is District Attorney could declare, as Garrison had , 
and I solyed the -assassination weeks ago, I wouldn't 
say this If vie didn t have the evidence beyond a shadow of tv 

indeed » the possibility that a local prosecutor had found 
jots to questions that had baffled the investigative 
res ources of the federal gover nment to' 'most 

J" cumuli sts v-iia'Cs. soon afwey ■siio onltial b f i r provoked by shstvx * a 
arrest, news of the “assassination plot' 1 was generally relegated to 
the bad; pages and treated about as seriously an f 3 yjn->-«. 3 .«>uoe’* 
reports 6 15 

,! 3: s for one ; ._ however, txas ' prepared to believe that District Attorney 
Garrison* s claims might have some 'substance to thorn* In the 
course of -writing my booh "Inquest”, I had found that the Warren 
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were, or had any evidence on any specific conspiracy , Father* 

In order not to rod? the beat, they employed tho contrived 
single ballot theory in order to support a lone assassin theses*) 

I do not thin’:';, therefore* that the above statements I have 
quoted are representative of your attitude or of tho position 
that you too?? in your bool? Inquest* 



with your original position* 
make clear two points*- 1) Do 



If you have changed your thesis* I third: that you should say so* 
If you have not* -then I think yon should keep your writing consistent 

Specifically, I think you should 
you believe tho Commission was 
involved in deliberately lying to tho. American people and falsifying 
any evidence whatsoever to support such a lie? (Your book states 
that they xied* in tho sense that they nlsreprosontod what they know 
to bo evidence indicating that more than one assassin had taken 
part in the shooting, and or, ployed the single bullet theory to obscure 
this fact and present & false basis for their conclusion of 
"one assassin* 1 *) ?.) Aside from your position on (1) 9 (which involved 1-VJC 
deceit- and* the ■ UG ! s ' Integrity) do you, as an independent 
investigator* boli.ovc that tho evidence supports tho lone assassin. 
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These : 


uro two 
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:.g questions* 


I. think that 



should make clear your position on both, especially if you have 
changed your mind on either of thorn since you wrote Inquest* Secondly, 
I think tho tone with which you write should bo consistent* with 
your position on those two questions* 

Specifically* Ed, if tho shooting of President Kennedy is 
today still an unsolved crime, then Garrison s actions, and his 
success in gaining a following is a far- more*" subtle and i n tor os ting 
-natter than ifl your position is that tho assassination is solved, and 
only kooks and paranoids might listen to ono who propounds a 
conspiracy that atoms from evidence indicating that more than one 
man participated in the shooting * 



What X find interesting about the Garrison phenomenon is that 
this man has entered into a situation where there- is an unsolved 
crime* The fact that the JFK assassination is unsolved is dencuistvatod 
by the many published critiques of the UR which show that there Is 
more tnan one shooter* (These include your own , naturally* ) 

Garrison has then built up his credentials and his following by 
a.) cribbing on valid published critical 'research and hj combining 
it with hie own theories of Oswald «o activities and associations 
in Hew Orleans * using his "office as DA of that city to make a ' 
of au vn or i v-a t i v o sounding an ’ ouuc on on ts regarding a Ik v Orl : -an 
conspiracy* Garrsion takes a perfectly fraudulent ’lev; Orleans "loin; 
and gently drapes it over a perfectly valid anti-Harr on Rewort cake*' 

He then claims, tho combination as his own, and pronounces it valid * 
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(X f continued) . . 

give unjustified support to the Warren Report, contradict the 
•position you tool: in your- bool:-, c-.nd-— •most sadly of all--- 
i-iiss the real jacchanicc of the behavior behind the Garrison 
phenomena 0 

IS., , These are five statements Garrison node which you claim arc 
"false or captions'** Each has a bearing on Oswald’s guilt c I think 
that the position you take on each determines to what extent you 
are willing to condone and promote nisleading analysts of evidence 
put forward in the VJH in the process of criticizing Garris on o 

lo "They do not toll you that. Leo Harvey Oswald's fingerprints 
were not found on the gun which was supposed to have killed the 
Pres id on to” 

You called this "captious” or •’falsa" <> It is neither. 

The facte arc that Lee H a rvoy Oswald’s, fingerprints wore not 
found on tho riflo* There is a pa Imprint which, as the Liobeler'” 
Kcnorandua points out, simply shows that LHO hold that part of the 
.rifle at some tine* Anyway, a palnprint is not u fingerprint* Second 
us you yourself adult,, thoro/were no identifiable fingerprints, 
found on tho f-ifle# C-arrison* s otato:neHt7^the^foM7' 'is factually 
cor recto (X do not sec how it 6‘nn bo termed captious or false unless 
you permit yourself, or; an ad hoc assumption, or an act of faith, 
the privilege of assuming that had those unidentifiable prints 
not been so smudged, they would have turned out to bo those of LHOU 
Therefore c 1 think that this is a terrible example to use to attack 
Garrison *. Besides , the reason the nows agonoies ”&o not tell you etc 
is that the barren Report takes a misleading stance with regard 
to fingerprint vs* palaprint, and the icpMcations of those 
fin gerprints that w ere found being not idcnt3.f iablo e Thus, what 
Garrison has done i if take nisinf ormat'ion which was originally in tho 
barren Report and then popularized by tho news media, and then 
postulated a conspiracy by "powerful nows agencies'’ to suppress 
his New Orleans Invest! vati on * This, I think, is what ought to bo 
pointed out hero. But to do so will Involves your making eoac 
rather unkind critical common ts on the way the Report handled the 
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(lit* continued ) • • • P a C° ^ 

Again* I feel, thlc is a terrible example to use against Garrison* 
And aggie * I make the oano point: the nous ziedla, by and large* 
have eiapiy repeated' the information on this point that is in the 
UK* What is interesting about the whole affair is that 
Garrison sees in. the media (and VJR) version of this natter 
a conspiracy on their part to deceive the public as part of 
an effort to ihvOigfhin and his Ken Orleans investigation* 

You also state* on this point; ,5 J.n any c.„so, it is impossible 
to ascertain exactly what time Oswald wqs seen on the • 
second floor; i.t could hav e been as. long as fi ve Ednntps_af ter ..thg_ 
a s S3- s s 1 na t i on »‘ s 

~ " -X” aa astounded '"by this state-sent* Truly 8 a statements (both 
immediate press reports* Sheriff's report, FBI report* and his 
testimony ) plus Baker's ell support the thesis that °okcr was pushing 
hi.o way through the crowd as fast as he could* once he heard tne 
shots* Even thoConaicsion recognized this as one of their 
major problems ; the Traly-^aker-Oswald . encounter borders on being 
an alibi for Oswald , an alibi which they went to great lengths 
to merely prove was not airtight! Yet yon casually state that 
it could have boon. 5 minutes later* In the light of so much 
evidence that it in fact was so. so on after the sound of the shots* I 
think you are obliged to present - your own analysis of the testimony 
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had earned the right to ignore such eyewitness testimony* 
Furthomoro;, there is enough s&rwitnoss testimony to make an 
excellent case that gunfire was emanating from the knoll* X*n cure 
you know this testimony as well as I do, and the problems 
attendant to its interpretation (echoes; Co rifles give off moke c 
But in spite of these problcos * I d on * t think it is "false 
ore cautious" when one states there was ovorwholaing "tcotir.ony” th.c 



ore captious" vrhen one stares tnero was ovcrwncAaing “voavxr.oay" wu* 
“shots originated from that 'area * ■ -Dooc -it- -finally boil down to the 
fact that Garrison is being criticised here for saying Kf H:?i tnees 

Again* vrhat is captions of Garrison is to imply a vast media 
conspiracy not to report the evidence of shots coning from the knoll* 
But the: pr-c;;:: c for the nee t part* has simply rubber stamped what is in 
the barren Report* And it is the critical bog. ; on this .ease 
that • he va brought forth thoenu, ear* ana olfactory testimony regarding 
the grassy knoll * 

of lb Sc Iptolligeiio;: agencies, but tills way the case*’ 1 

I think Cev-.; a--.;, should be blasted for Making the assertion 

'"but this wen the on:. , t! 7 Jo con hr..'.: direct c/i donee* as yet ; tank 

On -.;o. 1 g -.“os o.j). agent* But* 5 n Meeting Garrison for o . : r j ,o g thin g j • . f 

tissorticn*. I third: y • chon u orplain owacg.V: whe.t facta it is that 
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ja&ko critics think there was a covert relationship between LUO and 
the government* 

3; have in mind Sylvie.* s original 15-10 article ( Oswald and the 
State Department) and the chapter in her book dealing with this matter; 
also, Woisbcrg*s chapter on the Oswalds * Government Relations* VJV/X; 
and the material described in Chapter 1 of Ford’s books There is 
legitainats grounds for suspicion ,hcre* But there has been no 
solid direct evidence prodcuod, ce-yct, which proves the existence of 
the suspected covert relationship* 



Yet you do not mention any of this material* You cite this an an 
example of balck-and -whi to error on Garrison-* s part, and states 
“Finally, the assertion that Oswald was a C J .A agent , as has already 
been shown, was based on Garrison"* c own private interpretations 
of “missing” or- -classified documents that he had never seen*' 1 
I feelthat to accurately assess what Garrison has. done 
in thin matter fcrj to start by granting to the critics what is validly 
theirs c That m zcy.\s to start with granting the fact that it has 
been shourjthat Oswald c a relationship with the Stats Department 
is positively .exceptional* that his wife’s relationship with thou 
(the 243--G V! liver she received ) is unusual, that the executive 
sessions transcript that was released shows ’the commission ' astounded 
by the Basic matters., and finally the failure of the Commission to 
objectively investigate the Uadc/iJaggonpr allegations 0 . 

Starting with that, you can then show how Garrison has elevated 
a suspicion' into a' flat assertion* • '/.gain, a far more subtle inter- 
probation illustrating how a demagogue is using a, valid criticism 
in the service of his uwn cause, enbhlli shins it where necessary,, 
than if Garrison go statements had no basis in fact (or at least, 
you might say,, well researched suspicion I ) 

111 Secrecy, as proof of the "second conspiracy" (W/it j. 

I think that you are being too apologetic here, on the secrecy 
burliness o Frankly, secrecy is consistent with either hypothesis* 

One is that there is really nothing to hide, and that the 
secrecy is ' s imply ex^oreisod to protect innocent' person and prevent 
personal embarrassment* Granted * 

But secrecy is also consistent with withholding information, 
that might be pertinent to investigating 
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If you hold that the assassination is an unsolved crisn 
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I don’t sec. how you can deride 
V’/hat is interesting herd 
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It may be that nothing of substance he being hidden* But an 

the January 27 no sting of the 
in. his book) has 
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I must reserve a certain amount of suspicion for classified Goeunonto 
oi c.ny typo connect eel with this investigation* Inn* t thin a reasonable 



non~d cnonelcs ieol etanc o? 

XVe. Hero is a. point you seen to 



have neglected to make , 



“It: it a Groat Society which causes blackouts 



•Ganrieon state 

in nonfCi centers like Now York when there 5 s a development in the case? 5 ’ 
Are you aware of the fact that this refers to tho great Northeast 
blackout? And that ho thinks that this was part of a ' :1 ] 
the "real significance" gf Dorothy Kilgallon s death to b 
known? (It is E&lgallcn s death which in "a development in tho case"*) 



part of a '-‘plot' 1 to prevent 



Why hot go inot this matter? -This i; 



purely one 



of Garrison 9 ! 



most absurd allegations t and I think he got this ons from? Ponn Jones 
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Ky Griefs on the Kilgallon death* ) 

XVb , Another point you have neglected to make,. 

Garri e cn 4 claims PS 0 1951*. a phono number on Baby’s bill 
and in Oswald s address book- connects tho two in a conspiracy-. 
It is Channel 11 in Ft# Worth* His statement is in a speech 
reprinted in the Free Press* Sec also * ray "Notes and Comment" 
on Garrison* and my story In Open City, Why do you omit ouch 
an obvious example* osjwill it be in tho book? 



¥ The manner in which you deal with the published authors on the 
JFK nssas si nation* and the critics, 

l donJ t think it Is fair to group “everyone together and label 
thorn "peripatetic demonologistu” , In tho gogianirsg* It was the critics 
of the Barren Report (and especially Mark Lo.no) who brought tho case- 
to the American public. It is a fact that many of then act and oven 
reason in a paranoid style. But I think it In also true that their 
suspicions* in tho beginning* served as an aid in their res oar oh, in 
that they ware not to be fobbed off the investigative track booaire 
of authoritative sounding pronouncements issued by tho government* 

, Then*, whoa Garrison came along* many of them flocked to hi a 
standard and condoned all sorts of outrageous conduct on Garrison’s 
p-nr-t* and showed themselves to have quite n double standard* 

^ Inc outstanding and moat well known example is Lr.no* Hiving 
had the br&iins and talent to write Rush to Judgements 
—to -lecture — on-the-oa-se -in -the-^etrly-days add bring it before the 
public* we now find him supporting o. charlatan* VJhy? 



ana tno courage 



. This is the question that I think needs to bo explored ai 
written about: the fact thatpeoplo who 
regarding the 26 volusns of the Marram 

correlation with tho Report* arc - perfectly capable of now bee 
-oea fallow s •-wl-th-an -i-nyes tlga ti-ve - iapres^arlo who is conduct in 



na 



were capable of valid research 
Pcraission *and i’s non- 



his own 



against certain right-wing ch 



conothing like this/"Vlrnt"of ^- 11 ^ th Tori tics ^vho ^ew^ai Jpoe-t "d. • rri .-;r 

i l ' L — * J- j p o J. .(. ><,!.Cr.t.i. j.y ;.. utmec'. * Til ey wore cigirw-t the Nil f r on the ■ V; v- 
bv.euuso c»i 1 to polx t a. cal iapj.au;.; i oility * Fur'-'Jg.rmore * poll ticol 
motives motivated some of their initial rossuroh* I don’t think 
rr.cro xa onythigg wrong with this* up to a point. Vent I do think 
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that they initially supported Garrison® continue to 

clo ?; 0 } and rationalise away his demons or-hbiy false stnrofRnnxs 
because Garrison's political theory of the assassination is poli c.'.oc.U.y 
••plausible and - pleasing to them® 



These are tho^lnioc- jtrek non 
D>.y Open City article, the Slogan 

OOy 3 j i '•-! ‘j iiO o *■ i o ~i * . r ~ < 



lef tors'* , .And, as I pointed out in 
£ 5 corns to be; “Rally Round the plot,, 
ot but its the only plot we } ve got®" 



Those pa-os of your article give the inpress ion that all the 
critics are a bunch of fcoclcs ® This is not true » The fax’ 



jo on 



acre interesting story of p.au and why some of then have been 
.aisled „ how they have boss's educed by a charlatan® how they have 
betrayed their original, standards „ nnci'how today they are c. court*: 
cheering squad for Hr, Garrison, has not been devolopod by you. 

Yet this is tho story, .1 think 9 that is interesting, 

Kany of the critics, and especially the older ones, closely 
followed the Hiss caso and the Rosenborg case. They will tell you 
how David Grecn 3 ls.sc ® nca-orediblo testimony sent his sister to 
the electric chair t and hew a slick job of forgery by typewriter 
sent Hies to prison o Just as in the ease of tho Uarron Report, they 
have carefully analysed..: those cases and coao to the conclusion that 
both Hiss ana Robenbergs vxoro framed, 

' Yet cany of those same people are now willing to accept the 
testimony of Perry Russo p or of Barbara Rcidt This is what T. find 
incrodiblOo Hero Is a double standard® 

When Garrison announced that PE 0 1951 United Ruby and Oswald 
in a conspiracy, and it turned out that that phono number .in 
nothing but Channel 11 5 s phono number in Ft, Worth , wo hear not a 
peep fro.u the pro-Gnrruaon critics® But- suppose Richard Hi son,, 
in his prosecution of Algo r Iliac ? had discovered a phone number in 
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an apologetic paragraph jjhat go 03 like thin; 

15 Hr Garrison has develop.:.! certain wit noooon whose c rah ’ b.MJ.ty 
on tho surface at' least, leaves much to be desired, Ke hae ra.lo 
somo sensational charges from tins to tino® a few; of which onocar 
to bo aimed solely at focusing attention to his invec t Agutina* end 
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incorrect, A single individual, however , with 
w^-.U number of as.',-} g C antu who hay under trice; 1 
-o uj o liv./.y obstructed by o. li oo b .1 j.o 
by nearly every governmental agency ~iu "bou 
fairer alonrc the ka.v . iJ ( p>vvi n a 



1 £ x '. t r °~- tx:ca vesearchors „ They norcly employ research in the service 
yt h’-ropoe\anda when it cults their political theories to do so« 
l b is uhia that. eripinins why the eaao • person^ . can condone 
in Garrison what was found to bo rexlsive in the case of Wade, 

'1'iioso people are slupXy not devoted to the truth, with a can l to! 

nea^and the boys were separated the day Garrison started 
making demonstrably false and demagogic pronon.no cnonfcg For it 
was then that one croup of critics insisted on .apply ins the 'same 
oviu'cuird co Garrison as had been applied to th< vJarren Hopovfc, and 
an o rh or group did not, ' 1 - - . --»<• 

JJ 1, y° tu ’ Iie ' ? Worker article, you do not go into this matter at 
all, xno critics have been lumped together, and an interesting 
scory rovoa-uxng the double standard subscribed to by some of then 

has been nwftn.nl . 



critics, and o 



an in jus uice to the early work of almost all. the 1 
vers implif i os the entire situation. 



[li you w 
r e o rgcu > i zin j t 



i t iv o s t .1 ga 1 1 on , 

l j X c± o O i/ i 1 u S. p 'O 0; 

in Now Orleans 
publi shod ."Lott 
"i m s g e n o ra t .1 ng 
that was so cr 
that would bo 
here in LA« 1 
beginning, soa 
had deep suspit 
d i s c r c d 1 1 va 1 i < 
yon want to in: 
lumped together 



mnt to rewrite any of this, it would involve 
.-•ha section you call « phase- three” of Garrison* s 
> YOU would have to go back to Feb 19 6 ? 5 and 
:arpr*GG of some of the critics before the Grand Jury 
. ar ° UG * snd V/oisberg) » quote from the- 

aero o'£ Sylvia, to shew the opposition that Garrison 
and deal with tho article in the Minority of Ono 
*iV/ical of Ga r r i a on 0 A n 0 1 h e r Source of material 
useful arc the nows letters put out by the CGI 
think you should also include tho fact , that , in tho 
: J °i vns.'i arc now Garrison a most Kirid supporters 
cions that ho might bo a CIA agent, sent out to 
u x-cnoarcrfi on tho ito up to you how much dcto.il 
elude, but .1 don»t think all tho crj t’C3 of-ht to 
- : lUiink r. din emotion ought to be made 

original research vs. tholr subsequent behavior,) 





(VI 


p 


on tin 


xv: 6. 


.A no 




•re one 


3. rj 


in;.; 


p.l r 


cd by 


?.’•••» 


pro 


■.■•on 


rs in 


. j. . 
t» Ivb' 


( Q- , 
\ l - / ~ " 




.0 quo 


0 0 o 


1 nv 


C; 0 b 


•igati 


on 


M r c- 


ji 


pi Gar. 


j ; ; 


bin 


in 


t orna 


bi o. 


J -0 p 


JJ» -d' I V 


on . 


ilO 


bo 


gli 


Dp 3 OU 


3.11 


bub 


th 


»"i r> r- 

Is LJ J. . 


Ipb 


sur 


o f 


oil on. 


Lhg 


VII 


A 


rrest: 


: U 



po.^-o 9 



• 1 V 






bo gliapsod In any books tore, The irr/ostigatlon 3 rj 0;.vr^n'i { f' 
r,rt ript apparently started with II " “ ^ 
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. , 1 hav ? arrays boon under the impression that there nZ-jo 

otnor arrests in Donley Plasra that day, Doesn’t the radio 
support the thesis that people taken off tfio railroad 
trains ir\tho railroad yardpproro taken into custody? In any 

ctory in the Dallas papers on about 

-- ‘-'i- l- ■: l : ?.‘0 0 a X'OiJ Cx'by 5 01’ G.'j o i'/x bhOSQ 

. . fi k '; :e V° assassination on November 22, This was first 
j-epoiutti bv Joaunen Joes ten in his book ‘’Oswald : f o c . • • l a r.u t?-»p 
Ixio news — - • - ' " ** ' * w 



even .- 
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lo ' rJ ¥~’Sz$ .^4— c-’-iS?.. Pd’LS^IS^ a5:> tex- the shooting* ) 

<-..,^pieo eiitij Samson does have his foot in his mouth when 
says no can connect these people who were arrested with the on*, 
r 1 ! 5.3 his weak point, But I con Vaco hey,; ^ou 

^h u “f*. ; ch0 or cito Holline-swoT-th f s opinion of what 

tn,, pinecros won-cain. whoa that opinion is demonstrably falsa, 

cl4fm°'-u e? ?f Cil the Glossy , prints involved, it is quite 
cluai uiao ohe police ere taking flonceno into custody* ' 

i rf , a -^ 3 ? . „ of , Garrison* 'putting an u«sub.rtantlatc, 

on a perfectly valid and substantiated usKUicwerod ouosb.oV* ' ' 

T .mo was arrested that day and then later released? 

■ini- t (“ ,t JXU? 18 ttie point that onsht to bo ruSo. 

.lot oiioply to couoon too val.t5i.ty of the EKitaatoa foot ti o:; „. 




